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Batowlsa communication from the EXAMINER tn charge of thia application 
COUWSStCNCR OF PATENTS AND TRADEMARKS 

ADVISORY ACTION 

B^HE PERIOD FOR RESPONSE: 

a) ID^extendBdtoiw _^/>^ i ~ fmmih»^Mih»i^^ri~> 

*) □ expires three months from the date of the finaJ rejection eras of the mailing date of this Advisory Action, whktover is latar. Inno 
event however, wio the statutory period for the response expire later than six months fawn the date of the final rejection. 

Any extension of time must be obtained by ftUng a petition under 37 CFR 1.136(a). the proposed response and (he appropriate fee. 
The date on which Ihe response, the petition . and the lee have been filed is the date of die response and also the date tor me 
purposes of determining ft* period of extension and the corresponding amount oftholoe. Any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 
1.17 wiO be calculated from the date of the originally set shortened statutory period tor response or as set forth in b) above. 

□ AppeBanrs Brief is due in accordance with 37 CFR 1.192(a). 

Q^ppficanfs response to Ihe final rejection. Rod ?//?/ C-^ has been considered wfih the following effect, but ft is not deemed 
to place the application in condition tor aflowance: ) 

1- Q The proposed amendments to the claim and for specification wiD not be entered and the final rejection stands because: 

a. □ There is no convincing showing under 37 CFR 1 . 1 16(b) why the proposed amendment is necessary and was not earfier 

presented. 

b. Q They raise new issues that would require further consideration and/or search. {See Note). 

c. Q They raise the issue of new matter. (See Note). 

d. O They an? not deemed to place the application in better form for appeal by matariaSy reducing or simplifying the issues for 



e. D They present additional claims without cancelling a corresponding number of finally refected dams. 
NOTE: 



2 □ ***** proposed or amended claims would be aflowed if submitted in a separately Bed amendment canceflktg 

the rorvaOowatte ciavrtv I - 

3. gf^Upon the Ring an appeal, the proposed amendment CfCifl be entered O win not be entered and the status of the daimt will 
bo as follows: 

Claims allowed: >^>^^>^ 



Claims objected to: Ji***£- 



Claim* raja**** f 



However: 

D Applicants response has overcome the following rejection^): . 



4. 0 The affidavit, exhibit or request for reconsideration has been considered but docs not overcome the rejection because *r£J* z*~>± 

W 7n — fes^w-rfV". 7. <**c 4f A /rr6*it* ***** 

5. Q The affidavit or ©xhfl»i wiD not be considered because appScart has not shown Qood and sufBcont reasons why it was not ear&or *GC 

presented. 

D The proposed drawing eaffccoon Q has O has not been approved by the examiner. SWCYIN IP 

□ Other* i^yr/c ?** \ZCo^CO . A f*{ec&~*. ( ~S n*j^ PRIMARY EXAMINER 



